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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is response to Applicant's Remarks file on 06/02/2009. 
Claim 26 is amended. 

Claims 27-31 are new. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 06/02/2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument in claim 1 that prior art does not rejected 
"checking that a subscriber relationship (8, 9) of the mobile communication system 
and/or a temporary IP address is associated with a corresponding transmitter and 
receiver, wherein the two subscriber relationships and/or the IP addresses are linked in 
a database of the operator (11 ) of the mobile communication system , and 
checking that an authorization of the receiver for receiving the video data from the 
transmitter, based on the linked data ". 

The examiner respectfully disagrees in several reasons. Firstly, the examiner 
must give each claim its broadest, reasonable interpretation. 

a) The claim language is written in a way that allow the examiner have an option 
of select the limitation to rejection such as "and/or" which does not have to including all 
the limitation of claim. 

b) . Ortiz clearly teaches "checking that a subscriber relationship (8, 9) of the 
mobile communication system" (Paragraph [0071], [0073], [0076], teach when handheld 
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device authorized than the handheld device received video and decrypted which is read 
on checking subscriber relationship authorization for receiving video data). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 15, 18, 21, 22, 23, 25 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Stewart et al. (US 2003/0107648 A1) in view of Ortiz et al. (US 
2003/0112354 A1). 

Consider claims 15. Stewart teaches a method for video object monitoring with a 
mobile communication system, wherein for transmitting video data via the mobile 
communication system a connection is set up between a transmitter provided with a 
video camera and at least one receiver (Paragraphs [0018-0019], Fig.1 Illustrate 
surveillance video source 18 transmitting video data and setup between a transmitter 
provided with a video camera and at least one receive/client device14), the method 
comprising the steps of 

before or while the connection is set up, checking by a device of the mobile 
communication system if the receiver is authorized to receive video data from the 
transmitter (Paragraphs [0019-0020] teach the access module 30 that 
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authenticated/permitting (or not) the client device 14 to received video). Stewart fails 
to explicitly teach 

checking that a subscriber relationship (8, 9) of the mobile communication 
system and/or a temporary IP address is associated with a corresponding transmitter 
and receiver, wherein the two subscriber relationships and/or the IP addresses are 
linked in a database of the operator (11) of the mobile communication system, and 

checking that an authorization of the receiver for receiving the video data from 
the transmitter, based on the linked data. 

In an analogous art, Ortiz teaches checking that a subscriber relationship (8, 9) 
of the mobile communication system (Paragraph [0071], [0073], [0076], teach handheld 
device can only decrypted the video data when authorize) and/or a temporary IP 
address is associated with a corresponding transmitter and receiver, wherein the two 
subscriber relationships and/or the IP addresses are linked in a database of the 
operator (1 1 ) of the mobile communication system, and 

checking that an authorization of the receiver for receiving the video data from 
the transmitter, based on the linked data (Paragraphs [0058-0059] teach the security 
module that utilized for security/permit data transmitted from or to handheld device). 

Therefor, it would have been obvious at the time that the invention was made to 
modify Stewart with Ortiz's system such that checking the mobile device authentication 
when receiving video data in order to provide the security and safe guard when 
transmitting movie/video to the correct mobile device. 
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Consider claim 18. The combination of Stewart and Ortiz teach the method 
according to claim 15. Further, Stewart teaches comprising the step of storing routing 
rules for transmitting video data between the transmitter and receiver in the database 
(Paragraph [0018-0019]). 

Consider claim 21 . The combination of Stewart and Ortiz teach the method 
according to claim 15. Further, Stewart teaches comprising the step of setting up a 
connection or transmitting data only upon a request from the transmitter and/or the 
receiver (Paragraph [0018-0019], Fig . 1 Illustrate and described as set up and 
transmitted data only upon a request). 

Consider claim 22. The combination of Stewart and Ortiz teach the method 
according to claim 15. Further, Stewart teaches comprising the step of setting up a 
connection or transmitting data between transmitter and receiver only based on a 
triggering event (Fig.1 Illustrate and described) 

Consider claims 23 and 27. The combination of Stewart and Ortiz teach the 
method according to claim 15, Further, Ortiz teaches comprising the step of transmitting 
audio data and/or data from sensors located on the transmitter-side in addition to the 
video data (Paragraph [0056]). 
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Consider claim 25. The combination of Stewart and Ortiz teach the method 
according to claim 15. Further, Stewart teaches comprising the step of transmitting the 
video data in form of transmission protocols that are standardized for use in the mobile 
communication system (Paragraphs [0021-0022]). 

5. Claims 16, 17, 19, 20 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stewart et al. (US 2003/0107648 A1 ) in view of Ortiz et al. (US 
2003/01 1 2354 A1 and further view of Stubbs (US 6,930,994 B1 ). 

Consider claim 16. The combination of Stewart and Ortiz teach the method 
according to claim 15, but is silent on comprising steps of storing information about an 
international mobile subscriber identification (IMSI) and/or a mobile subscriber 
telephone number (MSISDN) and/or an IP address assigned to the transmitter and the 
receiver in the database. 

In an analogous art, Stubbs teaches comprising steps of storing information 
about an international mobile subscriber identification (IMSI) and/or a mobile subscriber 
telephone number (MSISDN) and/or an IP address assigned to the transmitter and the 
receiver in the database (Col.1 , lines 55-65, Fig.1 , show switching center 2 wherein 
storing international mobile subscriber identification (IMSI). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time that the invention was made to 
modify Stewart and Ortiz with Stubbs's system, such that storing information about an 
international mobile subscriber identification (IMSI) in order to improve the controlling 
data that transmitted to the correct mobile device. 
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Consider claim 17. The combination of Stewart and Ortiz and Stubbs teach the 
method according to claim 16. Further, Stubbs teaches a step of setting up a connection 
between transmitter and receiver by dialing the associated mobile subscriber telephone 
number (MSISDN) or an IP address (Col.6, lines 15-20). 

Consider claim 19. The combination of Stewart and Ortiz and Stubbs teach the 
method according to claim 16. Further, Stubbs teaches comprising the step of requiring 
a corresponding subscriber identification module SIM (5, 6) of the mobile 
communication system for operating the transmitter and the receiver (Col. 8, lines 34- 
40). 

Consider claim 20. The combination of Stewart and Ortiz and Stubbs teach the 
method according to claim 19. Further, Stubbs teaches comprising the step of 
controlling access to the mobile communication system in the form of an identification 
and authentication of the transmitter and the receiver based on the data stored on the 
subscriber identification module (5, 6) (Col.1, lines 60-67, Col .2, lines 1-13). 



Application/Control Number: 10/522,520 
Art Unit: 2617 



Page 8 



Consider claim 24. The combination of Stewart and Ortiz and Stubbs teach the 
method according to claim 15. Further, Stubbs teaches comprising the step of 
implementing the mobile communication system as a GSM or UMTS mobile 
communication system (Col . 1 , lines 40-53). 

6. Claims 26, 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ortiz et al. (US 2003/01 1 2354 A1 ) in vie of Script et al. (US 2003/002061 1 A1 ). 

Consider claim 26. Ortiz teaches a device for video object monitoring with a 
mobile communication system, comprising 

a transmitter provided with a video camera for recording video data (Paragraphs 
[0016], [0071], Fig.4 Illustrate and teach video camera 71 recording and transmit video 
to mobile device), 

at least one receiver capable of receiving the video data, the mobile 
communication system for transmitting the video data between the transmitter and the 
receiver (Paragraphs [0020], [0079] teach mobile device received video data from 
camera 71). Ortiz fails to explicitly teach 

a database of the mobile communication system for linking two subscriber 
relationships and/or IP addresses , and 

a device (10) for checking, based on the data stored in the database, if a 
subscriber relationship (8, 9) of the mobile communication system and/or IP address 
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associated with the transmitter and the receiver are linked: and if the receiver is 
authorized to receive the video data from the transmitter. 

In an analogous art, Scrip teaches a database of the mobile communication 
system for linking two subscriber relationships (Paragraphs [0106-0107] teach 
computer 261 which storing plurality subscriber) and/or IP addresses , and 

a device (10) for checking, based on the data stored in the database, if a 
subscriber relationship (8, 9) of the mobile communication system and/or IP address 
associated with the transmitter and the receiver are linked: and if the receiver is 
authorized to receive the video data from the transmitter (Paragraph [0109] teach 
checking/identifying for authentication the subscriber). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time that the invention was made to 
modify Ortiz with Script's system such that, transmitting video to receiver wherein the 
database of the receiver information store and check/verify in order to provide accuracy 
with instant video to the mobile device/subscribers. 

Consider claim 29. The combination of Ortiz and Script teach the device 
according to claim 26, further Ortiz teaches wherein routing rules for transmitting video 
data between the transmitter and receiver is stored in the database (Paragraph [0082], 
Fig.6, No.100). 
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Consider claim 30. The combination of Ortiz and Script teach the device in 
accordance with claim 26, further Script teaches wherein a connection or transmitting 
data between transmitter and receiver is set up only based on a triggering event 
(Paragraph [0012], [0050-0051]). 

Consider claim 31. The combination of Ortiz and Script teach the device in 
accordance with claim 3 0, wherein the triggering event is detection of movement by a 
motion sensor or a regularly scheduled time interval (Paragraph [0014]). 

7. Claims 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ortiz et 
al. (US 2003/01 1 2354 A1 ) in view of Script et al. (US 2003/002061 1 A1 ) and further 
view of Stubbs (US 6,930,994 B1 ). 

Consider claim 28. The combination of Ortiz with Script teach the method 
according to claim 15, but is silent on comprising steps of storing information about an 
international mobile subscriber identification (IMSI) and/or a mobile subscriber 
telephone number (MSISDN) and/or an IP address assigned to the transmitter and the 
receiver in the database. 

In an analogous art, Stubbs teaches comprising steps of storing information 
about an international mobile subscriber identification (IMSI) and/or a mobile subscriber 
telephone number (MSISDN) and/or an IP address assigned to the transmitter and the 
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receiver in the database (Col.1 , lines 55-65, Fig.1 , show switching center 2 wherein 
storing international mobile subscriber identification (IMSI). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time that the invention was made to 
modify Ortiz with Script with Stubbs's system, such that storing information about an 
international mobile subscriber identification (IMSI) in order to improve the controlling 
data that transmitted to the correct mobile device. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KIET DOAN whose telephone number is (571)272-7863. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8am - 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Appiah can be reached on 571-272-7904. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Kiet Doan/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



/Charles N. Appiah/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



